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bunals composed of professional judges. He shows that temporary com- 
missions or tribunals are prone to compromise instead of deciding 
judicial questions presented to them, that their decisions do not have 
the value of precedents and that they do not build up and develop inter- 
national law as permanent courts of justice would do. He is very sure 
that the objections made to the Prize Court and the proposed Court of 
Arbitral Justice, based upon the violation of sovereignty and equality of 
states, are without foundation (pp. 43-46), and he insists that the 
establishment of these tribunals is indispensable, not merely for the 
development of international law, but for the authoritative interpretation 
of international conventions, to which the states at large are parties. 

Professor Oppenheim's monograph, which in all contains but sixty-five 
pages, is a distinct contribution to the subject; its style is easy, suffi- 
ciently detailed, and bears unmistakable evidence that the subjects, of 
which he writes with the ease and grace of a master, have been the 
object of profound thought and reflection. This little essay should be 
translated into English and published in a small volume with the ad- 
mirable article entitled The Science of International Law, Its Tosh and 
Method, which Professor Oppenheim contributed to this Journal in 
April, 1908. 1 

James Brown Scott. 

War and Its Alleged Benefits. By J. Novieow. Translated by Thomas 
Seltzer. New York: Henry Holt & Co. 1911. pp.130. 

Mr. Novieow has since 1886 been a prolific and highly esteemed writer 
on European and international politics from the sociological and economic 
standpoint, and we may welcome this translation, though somewhat be- 
lated, of one of his most interesting works. The book was originally 
published in French in 1894, and was an answer to the European 
militarists of that time, who asserted that war is a good and therefore 
permanent international institution, necessary as a preventive and cor- 
rective of national deterioration. In answering those who thus uphold 
war as a necessary good, the author incidentally answered those who 
apologize for war as a necessary evil. 

The following are some of the quotations from these militarists which 
the author takes for his text (pp. 1, 2) : 

*Vol. 2, p. 313. 
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War regenerates corrupted peoples; it awakens dormant nations, it rouses self- 
forgetful, self-abandoned races from their mortal languor. In all times war has 
been an essential factor in civilization. It has exercised a happy influence upon 
customs, arts and sciences. 

Let us cling with love to our custom of fighting, because war is the necessary 
occasion and place for manifesting moral force. 

These " alleged benefits " are considered in detail and the conclusion 
reached that they have no existence in fact; that war, under all con- 
ceivable conditions, viewed from the standpoint of society at large, is a 
waste of resources; and that it is a survival from past conditions, which 
the world endures because it cannot get out of its ancient routine and 
because a large part of mankind is under the influence of a fatalistic 
philosophy. 

The remedy for war the author finds in the propagation of the faith 
that the real struggle necessary for the welfare of mankind is against 
the forces of nature, and that war, which is a struggle between two or 
more parts of mankind involving destruction of a part of the general 
resources, is inevitably injurious both to the parties concerned, and to 
society at large. 

The author of course admits that the use of force by a nation to repel 
aggression by another nation is justifiable; but as defense implies 
aggression, the war in such case, from the standpoint of society at large, 
is wasteful. He says (pp. 71, 72, 82, 83) : 

We willingly concede to the apologists of war that to defend one's rights at the 
risk of one's life, or even to lose one's life in doing so, is the most admirable 
conduct imaginable. My warmest sympathy goes out to those noble victims who 
preferred death to disgrace. Yes, war might produce morality, but on the one 
condition that communities could defend themselves without being attacked. * * * 

War, the apologists say, evokes heroism and great devotion. They do not 
perceive, in arguing in that way, that the necessity for heroism, like the necessity 
for charity, is highly regrettable. It would be a thousand times better if all 
men were rich and provident and never had need of help. Who would be so silly 
as to recommend that each year several thousand individuals be ruined in order 
that saintly charity should have the opportunity to perform its admirable minis- 
trations? Has any one ever recommended that cholera or diphtheria germs be 
spread so that the physicians should have the chance to give proof of their 
devotion to humanity? What fool would suggest that a few hundred houses be 
set on fire every year for the firemen to be able to show their heroism and not 
let virtue atrophy among them? 

Those compassionate persons who deprive themselves of many joys to help 
their fellow men, the Sisters of Charity, the physicians, the firemen, who save the 
lives of others by sometimes sacrificing their own, deserve our liveliest gratitude 
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and admiration. But we should wish they never had the occasion to perform 
their services. For a long time we have been doing everything to render their 
work needless. This line of argument unqualifiedly applies to war. The soldier 
who dies for his country commits a most praiseworthy deed. But we should 
wish that he never had the opportunity to do so. To preach war in order to 
secure that opportunity to him is folly, pure and simple. 

Moreover, as the author points out, it is often difficult to say that a 
nation is on the defensive, though each nation attempts to show that it 
acts always defensively and tries to imbue its people with this notion. 
He says (pp. 92, 93, 96) : 

To get men to decide to fight, it is necessary to employ an amount of complex 
measures which Tolstoy very accurately describes as the hypnotization of the 
masses. A number of institutions — the church, the school, and many others — 
lay hold of a man when he leaves the cradle, and impress certain special ideas 
upon him. He is made to believe that it is to his interest to be ready at any 
moment to throw himself upon his fellow-beings and massacre them. He is 
made to believe that his happiness is in direct ratio to the size of the state. 
One of the most effectual ways of keeping up the military spirit is to represent 
to people that they are always on the defensive, and their neighbors alone are 
aggressors. That illusion has taken hold of all the nations. » * * 

No, our neighbor is not the sole aggressor. We, too, are aggressors. It is 
not true that we confine ourselves to self-defense. No, we violate the rights of 
others, just as others violate our rights. 

When these truths will have penetrated into the minds of the masses, militar- 
ism will have seen its last days. At present, in fact, war can possess ad- 
vantages — I refer, also, even to purely imaginary advantages — for only a 
small number of individuals. If the masses agree to wage war, it is because 
they think it is simply a defensive war. Dispel that illusion, and no one would 
go to battle. 

The people hate war. There is not a man in ten thousand who would willingly, 
for pleasure, enter a campaign. This has always been so. 

In answer to the assertion that wars settle matters of difference upon 
a basis of justice, the author asserts that in the rare cases where this 
occurs, the willingness to do justice arises out of mutual exhaustion. He 
says (p. 19) : 

One thing about wars deceives us. After frightful carnage, the belligerents 
are sometimes exhausted. They long for tranquillity, and they appoint plenipo- 
tentiaries to settle their differences. Since each side desires a cessation of 
hostilities, each makes mutual concessions. An adjustment is reached and a 
modus vivendi is found, equally acceptable to all the parties involved. It is 
this good will, this feeling for justice, that leads to solutions; it is not the 
hecatombs, it is not the war preceding. If the same spirit of concord had been 
displayed beforehand, an agreement would undoubtedly have been reached. But 
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since the establishment of a more or less equitable order of things assuring justice 
and peace too often follows the bloodiest wars, the mind is misled by a false 
association of ideas. The regulation of international differences is attributed to 
the war, whereas, on the contrary, it is. due solely to respect for the rights of 
others, to the spirit of equity, to good will, and mutual concession. 

Upon the general proposition of the moral and material waste of war, 
the following striking paragraphs deserve quotation (pp. 74, 110, 111, 
129, 130) : 

War, an appeal to brute force, is always a degradation, a descent into the 
animalism that demoralizes the victors as well as the vanquished. * * * 

Within historic times man has destroyed the value of $800,000,000,000, always 
in the delusion that the destruction would increase his wealth. If men were only 
to regulate their conduct according to [the] truth that wealth can not be increased 
by destroying it, nobody would again wage a war of conquest, since men would 
understand that wars impoverish the victors as well as the vanquished. * * » 

When we shall cease to be blinder than moles, we shall understand the ele- 
mentary truth that the questions dividing the civilized nations are mere 
bagatelles, bits of folly and puerility. * * * About 5,000,000,000 days of 
work go every year to the displacement of boundary lines. Think of what 
humanity could obtain if that prodigious effort were devoted to fighting our real 
enemies, the noxious species and our hostile environment. * * * In short, 
the day men realize who their worst enemies are, they will form an alliance 
against them, they will cease to murder one another like wild beasts from sheer 
folly. Theu they will be the true rulers of the planet, the lords of creation. 

The reader will see that in this book, first published seventeen years 
ago, the author, arguing theoretically, reached some of the same con- 
clusions which are reached by Norman Angell, in his recent book, The 
Great Illusion, as a result of his examination of the actual processes of 
international commerce and intercourse. 

During this seventeen years, though there have been many wars and 
great preparations for wars, there has been an extraordinary growth of 
commerce and intercourse. With this has occurred a broadening of the 
peace philosophy and a profound and increasing conviction among the 
leaders of all the peoples that peace is essential to civilization and that 
institutions must be established to make peace a permanent condition. 
J n deed at the present time this issue may be said to overshadow all 
ethers. But apologists for war there still are. At any time of national 
excitement militarism is likely to take possession of the masses of the 
people, and it is well that the English-speaking world should have the 
benefit of Mr. Novicow's brilliant argument. 

A. H. Snow. 



